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TO MR. GEORGE HARRIS, PASTOR OF THE 
UNITARIAN CHRISTIAN CONGREGATION, 
ASSEMBLING IN. MOOR LANE, BOLTON, 
LANCASHIRE. 





Dorchester Gaol, July 31, Fourth Year of Im- 

Sir, prisonment under Christian Persecution. 

As it is my intention to address a number of “ The Repub- 
lican”’ to each of the Christian sects, the circumstance of hav- 
ing received something in the shape of a challenge, from the 
publication of a Lecture on the Causes of Deism and Atheism, 
delivered by you on January 19, 1823, in Bolton, has in- 
duced me to begin with the sect who call themselves Unita- 
rian Christians. This Lecture appears to have been pub- 
lished in the month of June: .a letter, which accompanied 
the copy sent to me, was dated July 1; but neither letter 
nor lecture came into my possession until Monday, July 28. 
The letter was not under your signature therefore I do not 
altogether view the matter as a challenge from you; but I 
am informed, that my friends expect a notice of the lecture 
and its notes from me, about which I could not hesitate for 
a moment: so I now attend to you with pleasure and sweet 
satisfaction, for both have been communicated to me by your 
publication. ; 

I must begin with a general challenge, which I will sup- 
port against every person of every sect who may take it up, 
that so thoroughly have I sifted and examined not only what 
is called the Christian religion as taught by each and every 
oue of the sects, but.every thing that can come under the 
name of religion, that I will contend for its utter wortbless- 
ness, as to its tendency to improve either the moral charac- 
ter or the condition of mankind. I allude, not only to Chris- 
tianity, but to Deism; not only to Deism, but to Atheism: 
and | will contend, not only for the propriety of dropping 
all use of the word religion, but all words that. relate to it. 
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I will contend that the morality and the happiness of man- 
kind call for the abrogation of every religious system, -be- 
cause of bad foundation and consequent tendency to divide 
them into angry sects and hostile divisions: and, even if bar- 
mony could exist with it, I would call for its abrogation, on 
the ground of ils making an utter waste of time that might 
be otherwise advantageously used. I must now proceed to 
shew that this is not idle writing nor empty boasting. 

There is little or nothing that I am called upon to answer 
ia your lecture on the causes of Deism and Atheism: be- 
cause, like a true Dissenter, you make the mother church 
and her Trinitarian impurities to be the whole of the cause, 
with the exception of a little reproach upon tbe Trinitarian 
dissenters. What I have to deal with are your notes: for I 
am quite content that you shall find the causes of Deism and 
Atheism in any part of Christianity. The Trinitarian finds 
them in the Unitarian: the Unitarian in the Trinitarian: and 
the Deist or Atheist in both. This is the true state of the 
case. In my eye, you are alike, Trinitarian and Unifarian: 
you all preach something which you know nothing at all 
about: and which the best of you cannot demonstrate. 
You all draw your doctrines from one book, and that book 
is wholly fabulous in its narrative. 

To be more precise, I will tell you exactly how I look at 
Orthodox and Heterodox; ‘at the primitive church and her 
dissenters. We will take the church of Rome as the mother 
church, for no other ever held so extensive a power. 

For many centuries, this Christian church of Rome was a 
great pest in Europe: every where plundering the produce 
of industry; to support a mass of human idleness and worth- 
lessness in pompous debauchery. In the fourteenth, fifteenth, 
and sixteenth centuries rose Wickliffe, Huss, Luther, Calvin, 
and Knox, as reformers of some of the abominable abuses of 
this church: and, as far as ever they went in lessening the 
amount of those abuses, by exposing them properly to the 
people, they did good, a positive good; and were so far 
characters to be admired. 

Since this attack upon the church of Rome, division and 
dissent have been the order of Christianity; and this will be 
the case until it be extinct. It is a system to be held toge- 
ther by nothing but brute force operating upon brute igno- 
rance. The church of Rome divided, the church of Eng- 
land became a distinct establishment: and the acts of the 
Parliament became a substitute for the bulls of the Pope. 
The rage for dissenting having begun, it was found that a 
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Parliament wasas powerless as a Pope instaying its progress: 
therefore, the persecutions which the Pope had commenced, 
the Parliament continued, and has continued to this day: for 
the proof of which I hold myself and the Roman Catholics 
to be instances. 

Odious as were the characters of the first Presbyterian dis- 
senters from the Church of England, I also hold, that they 
did a positive good in exposing the.abuses and in lessening 
the powers of the priests of that church. It was an effort to 
extricate the human mind from one degree of its darkness: 
it was a first preparation for the reception of that light which 
the dissenters from all dissenters are now prepared to throw 
upon it. 

The societies of Quakers and Unitarians have done the 
greatest amount of good in this respect: and so far as they 
have gone they have my warm approbation as reformers. 
Every grade in dissension that tends to enlighten the human 
mind has no approbgtion more warm than mine. Whatever 
lessens the amount of evil and increases the knowledge of 
mankind, that I hold. to be good: but I also hold, that no 
man ought to be content and stop any where, to say he has 
done. enough, whilst any degree of evil remains. ‘Taking 
Christianity altogether to be an evil, this is my reason for 
going so far as I have gone, in exposing the whole thing as 
an abuse. I saw that the time was come to renounce if al- 
together: and I saw, five years ago, what I see now, that a 
littlé sharp persecution, well borne and well resisted, was all 
that was wanting to shake it into shreds throughout this 
{sland. 

The church of England dissented from the church of 
Rome: the Presbyterian church from the church of England: 
the Unitarian church from the Presbyterian church: all these 
dissensions tended to good: though, in the way of persecu- 
tion, they have been productive of great human suffering. 
But there is now a church actually seceded from the Uni- 
tarian church; and the members of this church, you, as Uni- 
tarians, would persecute if you could: asthey challenge you 
to the defence of some of your abuses, and you dare not give 
them any answer: you are actually afraid. of them: I al- 
lude to the sect called Freethinking Christians. This is the 
case through all the grades of dissension. 

The church of Rome could give no answer but persecu- 
tion to the first dissenters, when they began to unfold her 
abuses. The church of England was the same towards the 
Presbyterian dissenters. The church and Presbyterians to- 
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wards the Unitarians and Methodists: these towards the 
Freethinking Christians: and all towards those who are bo- 
nest enough to say they will be no longer duped and robbed 
by any kind of Christianity. Aspland, the Unitarian Priest, 
was the first to persecute me with his abuse for publishing 
Painé’s Age of Keason. Thompson, the Freethinking Cbris- 
tian’s Pope, promised to answer the book fairly; and to re- 
- fute it paragraph by paragraph, if it was publicly published. 
This he said, doubtless, with an assurance that no one would 
risk the certain persecution attending its open sale: but he 
was deceived, and silent about refutation! I am now in- 
formed, that the sect answers it by saying: “ the persecutions 
of the Curliles are nothing at all, and no more than they 
deserve, for their rashness in opposing Christianity altoge- 
ther!” But more of this when I analyse this sect. 

The church of Rome wishes her chiidren to read po books 
at all, or at least, only such as have the sanction of the 
Priests. ‘Thechurch of Eugland is-inimical to all books but 
the Bible, and such as uphold her tenets, her tithes, and her 
power. ‘The dissenting priests one and all anxiously seek 
to keep their flocks upon such book reading, as each may 
think most conducive to his own views. Among no one of 
your sects does any thing like liberality or a spirit of free 
discussion prevail. You, Sir, in your dedication of the 
pamphlet under notice, talk of “* the members of the con- 
gregation of Unitarian Christians, who bave formed them- 
selves into a religious society, on the glorious and eternal 
principle of Christian equality; whose place of worship is 
sacred to liberty of thought, and freedom of enquiry, who 
bave opened an assylum for the persecuted and oppressed, 
whose brotherhood is the race of man”! 

A piece of bombast more false and scandalous than this, 
I never saw on paper. What asylum do you offer to the 
- persecuted and oppressed? The Unitarians have been per- 
secuted and oppressed: but no sooner did they obtain an 
act of Parliament toleration, than they shewed themselves 
like all other sects, quite ready to persecute those who are 
not within that pale. Excepting Mr. Fox, of London, 1 
know no one Unitarian nor Trinitarian who has opened his 
mouth to reprobate the persecutions heaped upon me and 
others for publishing what no Christion can answer. The 
late petition to the Houses of Parliament, I bave reasons to 
think, did not emanate from the councils of any sect of 
Christians: though, I declare positively, that Ido not know 
whence it did emanate. It was a well-worded. thing, if it 
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was the production ofa Christian: but I thought it a paltry 
way of introducing the question of FREE DISCUSSION, which 
the end of the matter proved. ‘The most shallow bead can 
see through a piece of trickery of that kind: I saw it and 
thought it prudent to be silent. ‘The Parliament of this 
country yields nothing to petition: it must be moved by 
higher stimulants—those of fear, to do any thing in opposi- 
tion to the present degree of taxation. 

Your Unitarian assembly at Bolton, must be very diffe- 
rent to any thing | have seen elsewhere under that designa- 
tion, if there be any thing like equality in discussion and 
freedom of inquiry in it. You have a creed as well as the 
Trinitarians, and of the validity of that creed, you do not 
tolerate the discussion within the walls of your meeting- 
house. To have freedom of enquiry and equality as to dis- 
cussion, your place of meeting must necessarily be open to 
the Deist and Materialist on one side, and the Trinitarians 
on the other; but this is freedom beyond your bounds, and 
your glorious and eternal principles of Christian equality, 
and-your pretended freedom of enquiry are words without 
meaning. 

You have a library generally attached to your place of 
meeting: but in any Unitarian library in the Island is Paine’s 
Age of Reason, Palmer’s Principle’s of Natore, or Mira- 
baud’s System of Nature to be found? I know not: but I 
think not. I have seen a Unitarian chapel-library; but | 
saw nothing beyond a selection of what may be deemed 
Unitarian books. It is nonsense to talk of freedom of enquiry 
whilst sects exist; each of which condemns all but the pro- 
ductions of its own individual sect: at least freedom of en- 
guiry does not belong to such sects. 

You commence your lecture by admitting all that fana- 
ticism has said about the horrors of Deism and Atheism ; 
and you give your definition of those words. As no gene- 
ral definition can be applied to the words, I will not quarrel 
with yours: but it has been wellsaid: that every man is an 
Atheist who talks about a God which he cannot demonstrate. 
That is one most certain truth, to which another may be 
added—ALL MEN ARE ATHEISTS! Atheists from inevitable 
necessity, since no man can demonstrate the existence of 


any such a God as any man preaches ! 

In your congregation for freedom of inquiry, I ask you to 
inquire into the validity of the foregoing assertion. 

I have another definition of Atheism. Every man whg 
dissents from the Theistical Creed of another man, is to that 
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man an Atheist. Therefore, as there is no agreement, as 
there can be no agreement about what cannot be demop. 
strated, every man is an Atheist in the eyes of some other 
man: because no man now admits more than one God, and 
to dissent is to be Atheistical. 

I invite you Mr. Harris to the delivery and printing of 
another lecture on the causes of Atheism and refute my state. 
ment if you can. 

I am for getting rid of all these distinctions, and for bring- 
ing mankind to see the folly of them: to form but one sect, 
and to reason only from what they know and can demon- 
strate. If they would but consent to do this, if they would 
cease to use idle words which they cannot define; they 
would never quarrel about words: for every man would feel 
a much greater pride in instructing another man, in con- 
vincing him of error by demonstration, than in persecuting 
him, for honestly daring to dissent. We harrass and perse- 
cute each other for no other reason than because we are 
as ignorant or more ignorant than those we persecute. 

Every man is to me an Atheist; and yet I am notan 
Atheist to myself or within myself. I am only an Atheist 
in reference to the creeds of others: therefore, I renounce 
this distinction, and will not continue to designate myself by 
any suchaname. Ifimposed upon me by others, | shall 
feel so far proud of it, as to be assured that they are more 
ignorant than myself: for, if they could instruct me in what 
was right and demonstrate my error, I should..cease to dis- 
sent from them. 

Here, I think, 1 have proved to you, Mr. Harris, thet 
Deism and Atheism do differ more in sound than in mean- 
ing. 

No man believes more than I do about a God. No mat 
can believe what he knows nothing at all about. I believe 
all that I know about a God. No man knows more about 
a God than I do. I know nothing. 

There, Sir, that is my Deistical and my Atheistical creed. 
I have now advanced so far that I can go no further; so | 
shall confine myself to the pulling down of all the creeds of 
idolators and to the setting up in stead, the creed and the 
code of MORALITY. : 

On this ground I can beat all the priests, and all the lite- 
rate and illiterate theologians on the face of the earth. I 
aay ogee all to discussion. I tell them all, that they 
are impostors or imposed upon: that they are robbers 
robbed. Unitarian or Trinitarian: there s not a jot of dif 
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ference among you, as far as truth and utility is concerned. 
You are split into hundreds of angry sects; and he is the 
good, the moral man, who can remove the cause of this dis- 
sension, this sectarianism, and reduce mankind to a sect of 
Moralists. I aspire to this great work. I feel convinced, 
that 1am doing this good. | am happy under persecution, 
and I determine to pursue my present career, whatever may 
befal me. 

[ will leave you to quarrel] with the Trinitarians, as much 
as you please: but there is a ground on which I will attack 
you as a Unitarian Christian—a Unitarian Christian!—A 
Unitarian Confucian—a Unitarian Platonist—a Unitarian 
Mahometan—and a Unitarian Christian are men exactly 
alike in creed or on principles of theology:—all alike hea- 
thenish who do not say that Jesus Christ is God. 

You make a bold and a false assertion, when you say: 
“ Wherever the holy and benevolent, and soul-cheering doc- 
trines of Unitarian Christianity are openly, boldly, and fear- 
lessly promulgated, there the reign of infidelity is circum- 
scribed, and its dominion totters. In those situations, where 
men are to be found who shun not to declare the whole 
counsel of Ged, undeterred by the threatenings of the mighty, 
the opposition of the powerful, the clamours of the bigotted, 
ot the fears and scruples, and insinuations of the time-serv- 
ing, the luke-warm, and the indifferent, there the ranks of 
Deism and Atheism are continually thinning; there their for- 
mer advocates are seen embracing doctrines and precepts 
which they feel to be the perfection of reason, to redound to 
the glory of the One God, and to be indissolubly connected 
with the present welfare, and eternal happiness of man.” 

I declare, that I never knew an instance of a man once 
calling himself a Deist or Atheist going back to call himself 
a Unitarian Christian. If his Deism or Atheism be the re- 
sult of a progress in knowledge: it is utterly impossible that 
any man can so go back: it is physically impossible: for 
Unitarian Christianity can demonstrate no knowledge. 
That settles all your bluster about Unitarian Christianity : 
you can demonstrate nothing that you preach or write about 
it. You are equally ignorant, equally obscure, equally ridi- 
culous with the Trinitarian.’ The word Christian is with 
you a mere cloak to suit bad laws: a shield against oppres- 
Sion and ignorance in power: and, as I have before said, the 
only 800d you do, is to break up the prejudices of the Tri- 
uilarians. Bring back Deists or Atheists you cannot: for 
we sland on higher ground than you: we can refute all you 
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preach about, and you can refute nothing that we write about. 
The Trinitarian can no more refute your Unitarian doe. 
trines upon Trinitarian grounds, than you can refute the doc. 
trines of those who renounce Cbristianity altogether, in name 
as wellas in idea. Why, why, | ask you, do you keep our 
books from your libraries? Why, why, do you fear us in 
discussion? Why, why, do yen not lecture on the argu. 
ments of the Anti-christians? Answer the Deists and 
Atbeists in those things, before you say a word more about 
making converts among them. 

You stated a wilful and notorious falsehood in the pas. 
sage I have extracted from your Lecture. I do not believe, 
that the the town of Bolton holds one, who calls bimselfa 
Unitarian Christian, who ever called himself any thing but 
Christian. You may have many hearers who are not Chris- 
tians; and that because there is no toleration of a more rea- 
sonable doctrine than you hold forth. You are just got 
inside the walls of the law and thére you can bluster as well 
as any other sort of Christian. 

There is a Unitarian Chapel in Dorchester; but neither 
priest nor member ever came to see me: and by what | can 
learn, they are as much alarmed at what I am doing as any 
other sect of Christians. I have their Chapel before my 
face. It is contigious to the Gaol wall. I hear their organ 
and their singing three times every Sunday: and they areas 
much slaves to their superstition as any other sect in the 
town. The trade is every where the same: the difference 
in the name of the sect makes no difference in the end 
pursued. | 

Your parliament man, William Smith, the member for 
Norwich, had more to say against me than any other men- 
ber in the House of Commons. Butterworth the Methodist 
was not so venomous. I know, that he advised a member 
not to present a petition for my sister last year. He lately 
deprecated all mention of our cases in. the parliament! A 
pretty scoundrel of a Unitarian Christian must this man be! 
No person could abhor the doctrines and publications of 
Carlile more than he: but can he reason upon as well as 
abhor them! I not only abhor the doctrines of William 
Smith; but I can refute them as erroneous, and shew them 
to be immoral: and that is more than William Smith caa 
do by the doctrines of Carlile. 

But, I will not only strip you naked, I will skin you for 


putting forth such a palpable untruth. So to the examl- 
nation. 
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The “counsel of God.” What is that? The “glory of 
the One God.” What is that? The ‘perfection of reason.” 
What is that? Not Unitarian Christianity. The “ eternal 
happiness of Man.” What is that? Man is not eternal. 
Your “ Unitarian Christianity” is ‘* holy” too I see; like the 
Pope’s religion. What does ‘ holy” mean? 

If, Sir, you can doany thing in opposition to Deism and Athe- 
ism, I challenge you to the combat. I will advocate Deism or 
Atheism in opposition to any thing called Christianity: and 
that simply because these zsms are less superstitions, less 
expensive, less injurious to the multitude, than any species 
of Church or Chapel going. But my principles are, and 
my wish is, to get rid of all kinds of superstitious 7sms, and 
toteach man that nothing becomes him but morality. I 
will hereafter do notbing but shall tend to the demolition of 
sectarianism among mankind. That accomplished they will 
be as happy and contented as a flock of sheep on a good 
pasture. It is your religion that spoils man. In preparing 
him for heaven, which is a delusion, you make him a demon 
on earth. . 

In noticing a striking passage in Paine’s “‘ Age of Reason, 
Part I.” about his reflections when a child on the Christian 
Religion, you say: “If there were any thing in Christianity 
which had the slightest tendency to shock the feelings or 
disturb the mind of a child, I also would instantly renounce 
its belief.” Come then, Sir, let me try you. 

Morality is.a distinct thing from Christianity. The word 
Christianity is not wanted to distinguish, nor can it add 
any thing to the charms of morality. Christianity then, if it 
be any thing, must be something distinct from morality. 
It is distinct from morality, and is immoral: and whatever 
is immoral does or ought to shock the feelings of a child. 

Christianity is immoral, because, the whole story on 
which it is founded is a fable and consequently false: it: is 
immoral, because, it undermines every motive to, and prin- 
ciple of, industry. ‘* Go sell what thou hast, give it to the 
peor, and follow me,” is one of the principles of Christian- 
ity. This strikes at the root of all industry, and consequently: 
of all morality. A rich man cannot enter into the king- 
dom of heaven.” There is no exception made between 
riches acquired by industry and those acquired by the op- 
Pression and plunder of industry. ‘Think not of meat and 
drink, nor wherewithal to clothe yourselves,” is a peculiar 
feature of Christianity, and as immoral as it is peculiar: for 
it discountenances all industry. The fact is, the fabricator of 

















234 THE REPUBLICAN. | 





the first gospel was one of those madmen, one of those worth- 
less men, who knew not what labour was; who hated industry, 
and who consequently preached against it. The maxim of all 
the early Christians was to leave off work, and to live upon what 
property the different converts brought with them. The book 
called the Acts of the Apostles gives usa striking proof of this, 
where the doctrine is held forth that sudden death was to be the 
lot of those who refused to give up adi they had, as in the 
case of Ananias and Sapphira. When Christianity began 
to spread widely and to become general, it was found ne- 
cessary that some must work, or all must starve, and then 
the multitude were taught to labour for the benefit of the 
splendid few; which has continued to be the case to this 
day. If this be not immoral, I know notin what immoralit 

consists. It will not do tosay: this is not Unitarian Chris. 
tianity, and that Unitarians do not take tithes. They would 
if they could. And what I have described as Christianity, 
is that which the New Testament teaches. Strip off what 
it has borrowed from morality, and you leave it an odious 
and horrid system; enough to shock a man as well asa 
cbild. 

I can and will write a much better moral code than is to 
be found in either Old or New Testament: for, whatever is 
there good, is buried in immorality and produces no effect. 
I will send forth a moral code that shall be pure and free 
from all immorality: My forthcoming publication “ The 
Moralizer” or “‘ The Moralist,” shall contain this code. 

What can be more dreadfully immoral than the following 
verses from the tenth chapter of the book called Matthew's 
Gospel. I take this gospel, because it is allowed on all 
hands to be the oldest of the four now called genuine. 

34. Think not that I am come to send peace on earth: | 
came not to send peace, but a sword. 

35. For Lam come to set a man at variance against his 
father, and the daughter against-her mother, and the daugh- 
ter in law against her mother in law. 

: 4 And a man’s foes shail be they of his own house- 
old. 

The man who spake or wrote this deserved flogging, and 
mockery, and crucifixion, and all the pain that human nature 
could be made to bear. Tocall such a man a God, or evel 
a divine messenger, as you Unitarians call him, is an outrage 
upon reason, morality and common sense. Believing 2% 
thing of this story of Jesus, I, of course, attribute the expre* 
sion to the ignorance and immorality of the writer: but, 
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cannot help reflecting, that these, and other expressions such 
as these, have kindled hatred and murder in families, and 
have sent thousands and tens of thousands into all kinds of 
madness. The Bible has been the source of nothing but 
human misery. Such persons as have been moral among 
its followers have mistaken their morality for religion. 

In the eighteenth chapter of this book of Matthew, we 
are told at verse 7: ** Woe unto the world because of offen- 
ces! For it must needs be that offences come; but woe to 
that man by whom the offence cometh.” This is evidently 
the writing of a very ignorant man, and of one who knew 
nothing of the foundation of morality. To say that offences 
must of needs come, is the same as to say that it is unjust to 
punish the authors of them: for what a man cannot avoid 
doing, he cannot be justly responsible for. There is no need 
of offence, there is no justication for it: for offence and jus- 
tification cannot be associated. It is by such vague and ill- 
founded assertions.as this book of Christianity deals in, 
that it is made a cloak for every species of vice. ‘The Chris- 
tian attributes his morality to the power of God, and his im- 
morality to the power of Satan, making himself the cause 
of neither: but this system strikes at the root of all morality, 
because, it undermines the responsible character and free 
agency of man in his relations to his fellow man. If you 
dispute my conclusion, tell me what all the tales about the 
ee out of devils mean, which your Christian book re- 
veals : 

In this same chapter, the two following verses are equally 
ridiculous, contemptible and immoral. ! 

8. Wherefore if thy hand or thy foot offend thee cut them 
off, and cast them from thee: it is better for thee to enter 
into life halt or maimed, rather than having two hands or 
two feet to be cast into everlasting fire. 

9. And if thine eye offend thee pluck it out, and cast it 
from thee: it is better for thee to enter into life with 
"ea aa rather than having two eyes to be cast into hell 

re, 

In what sense I wish to be informed, can a hand, a foot, 
or an eye, offend the other parts of the body, so as to make 
them culpable? It will not bear reasoning or ridicule: 

hristianity it may be: but neither morality, nor common 
sense know any thing aboutit, even if we say nothing about 
the everlasting hell fire, the brimstone merchandise, as it has 
been ludicrously called ! 
f what I have here set forth, which is really and truly a 
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art of Christianity, be not sufficient to shock your mind, 
or to disturb your feelings, then I can think exceeding light 
of your moral worth, although I have been told that your 
moral character is unimpeachable. Ihave not gone to that 

art of Christianity to which Paine alladed, about an Al- 
mighty God making first an immoral people, and then 
humanizing his moral and divine Son, that this immoral 
people might murder him, to bring about an expiation for 
their immorality! I have not gone to this most horrid 
of all horrid tales, because I know that you do not look 
upon it asa part of your Christianity, (how you manage 
to extricate yourself from it 1 know not) but I have taken 
you entirely upon the moral and preceptive part of the 
gospel, entirely upon your own ground: I have shewn 
you, that the precepts of Christianity, that the only precepts 
which Christianity can claim as original and its own, are 
immoral, and such as ought to shock every mind. If you 
wish to be considered a moral man, [ call upon you to re- 
ject it, and I. will shew you something better: something, 
that shall really promote and preserve morality ; something, 
that shall not make strife in familiesand wars among nations 
and people; something, that shall not say, that offences must 
needs be; something, that shall not require the mangling of 
the body to produce happiness! Morality neither produces 
nor requires any thing of this kind: and the something to 
which [ will lead you is MoRALITY. This word morality 
embraces every duty that is required of man; and he can 
no where step out of it without becoming immoral: he can- 
not be religious without being immoral; for religion neither 
designates nor produces any thing but vice and immorality. 
Dispute this if you can—if you cannot maintain it. 

At page 64 of your Lecture, you state that the Deist of 
the present day borrows his ideas from Scripture. I sup- 
pose, by scripture you mean the Bible: and I can tell you, 
that there is not a moral sentence in the Bible that owes ils 
existence to either Jew or Christian. Morality is a thing 
which you cannot divide; which you cannot distort, about 
which there can be no sectarianism: therefore the sentences 
of the Bible that-are really moral, the Deist reveres as much 
or more than the Jew or Christian. His only object, his 
only desire, is, to separate that which is really moral, from 
that which is really immoral: both of which may be found 
in what you call Scripture and divine revelation. 

I have now passed through your lecture and pass on to 
your appendix. : 
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In this appendix, you begin to tell us that Unitarian Chris- 
tians believe no more,of the literal story of Adam and Eve, 
of the existence of the Devil, the full inspiration of the Bible, 
or in any of the dogmas generally denominated Christianity 
than Mr. Paine himself believed. Here-I believe you. But 
why do you call yourselves Christians? Why talk about 
bringing Deists and Atheists back to Unitarian Chris- 
tianity ? Why not publish a Bible, a scripture of your own, 
and separate what you do believe from what you do not be- 
Jieve?. We shall then know upon what ground you invite 
us to return. How can you by any possibility separate the 
tale of the Devil from the tale of Jesus Christ, both having 
the same foundation ? Answer me that question. 

In answer to all your quotations, to shew that Dupuis 
did not touch Unitarian Christianity, that Paine did not re- 
ply to Wakefield, nor Gibbon and Volney to Priestly, I 
have to observe, that Dupuis, and Paine, and Gibbon, and 
Volney, grappled with that which was the practical Chris- 
tianity: and if they did not meddle with what you call 
Unitarian Christianity, it was because you were an obscure 
sect, of no weight, and with tenets or principles unknown. 
You cannot yet be said to be a sect with any fixed princi- 
ples: for the moment you are fairly met upon a point of 
the New Testament, you cry out; thatis not our Christian- 
ity; we do not defend that part. ‘Tell us what you do de- 
fend: publish your own Christianity, your cwn Bible, your 
own divine revelation, your own scripture, stripped of the 
parts you reject: and here I waittocombat it. I challenge 
you,—meet me or be silent. 

I have now to make a long extract from your appendix, 
and to shew you that I know a little more about the New 
Testament and the origin of Christianity than you do: or 
more than you will acknowledge:—.- — 


_“ Mr, Carlile is guilty of similar incorrectness in charging the 
vices of persons calling themselves Christians upon Christianity. 
The manner in which he dilated on the infamous behaviour of a 
‘certain Right Reverend was abominable. ‘ Who will now boast 
of being a Christian” he exclaims. ‘ Who will now doubt a 
word of what I have written of these worst of brutes called Chris- 
tans?’ He affirms that the crimes of which the titled wretch was 
guilty, were the natural consequences of an adherence to the Gos- 
pel.‘ This is the practical Christianity, Mr. Justice Bailey! This 
's that religion to which you say every inquiring mind must come! 
Brit enquired into it, and I never will come to it It is not 

y an idolatry, but one of the foulest kind: one that has done 
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more to demoralize the human race than all that went before, o; 
have existed with it.’ And to give some appearance of plausibj- 
lity to his assertion, Mr. Carlile affirms ‘ By reading the firs 
chapter of Paul’s Epistle to the Romans we may be convinced. 
that the first Christians were’ similar characters to the nameless 
Father in God. Nor is this the only time the insinuation has beep 
made by him*. The man who can make such assertions is inca- 
pable of appreciating any evidence, or of understanding the 
grounds of any truth. He has foully libelled not merely the 
Christians of the present day, who spurn his vile and infamous 
charges with the indignation which they merit, but he has also at- 
tempted to-blast the characters of the Roman converts, and has 
hoped to prop up his calumny by the aid of falsehood. Had Mr. 
Carlile read the first chapter of Paul’s Epistle to the Romans, with 
seriousness and attention, he would have learnt that the Apostle 
in the passage to which he alludes was describing the crimes of 
which numbers in the Gentile world were guilty. Had Mr. Car- 
lile understood any thing of the facts which history discloses, he 
would have known that the picture which the Apostle has drawn of 
the degraded state of that world was not overcharged. “ The 
crimes to which the Apostle here alludes were the disgrace of the 
heathen world, They were practised and justified, not only by 
the vulgar, but_by the learned, the wise, the polished, and the 
great. They were not only permitted, but authorized and even 
required by their idolatrous ritual; and that the Apostle has not 
overcharged the melancholy, miserable picture, is known to all 
who have the slighest acquaintance with the celebrated remains 
of Greece and Rome f.’ 

“‘ What would Mr. Carlile and those who agree with him in 
sentiment say, were I to apply the description which Paul has 
given of the vices of the unbelieving world of old, to those who 
rank under the banners of Deism and Atheism in the present day’ 
What would they say were I to charge the warlike propensities 
of the King of Prussia upon every unbeliever? Because Hume 
evinced an evident attachment to the principles and conduct of 
the Stuarts, am I therefore to conclude that all Infidels are Jaco- 
bites? Because. Sir William Drummond is a right honourable 
Privy Councillor, would it be just to affirm that all who think as 
he does on religious matters, are supporters of the measures of 
the present administration, are the enemies of liberty and the ad- 
voeates of despotism? Or, because a former unbeliever perse 
euted the non-conformists, therefore Mr. Richard Carlile and bis 
adherents, must be intolerant in their hearts? No one would 
raise a greater out-cry than Mr, Carlile himself would, at the m 
quity of such preposterous inferences. Let him not therefore se! 


* See “ The Republican” Vol. VI. pp- 243, 297, 298, 360, 361. ; 
_ + See «The Epistles of Paul the Apostle, translated’ with an Expes- 
tion and Notes. By the Rev. Thomas Belshamn.” Vol. p. 95. 
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his enemies the example of similar absurd and ridiculous conduct. 
‘ Happy is he who condemneth not himself in that thing which he 


allowe ’ ” 


Now, Sir, I have the New Testament before me, open at 
the Ist chapter of the Epistle to the Romans; and I main- 
tain, that the allusions are to the early Christians and not to 
the Gentilesas you and Mr. Belsham would have it. Verses 
91, 22, 25, 28, and 32, prove that they were professing 
Christians of whom the writer was writing: for Christians 
admit no truth, no knowledge of God, but in and through 
Christianity. By no manner of means can you twist the 
allusion to be an allusion to the Gentiles. 

If you do not know it, I do, Sir, that Christianity did not 
originate as described in the New Testament; but that 
every part of that book was written long after the founda- 
tion of Christianity had been laid. Its origin is too obscure 
to be traced, and not-a matter that was worthy the notice 
of those who made up the public records of those countries. 
Without persecution, | doubt whether it would have ever 
obtained notoriety. You cannot give the slightest proof that 
it was known at Jerusalem before that city was destroyed 
by Titus: and it is evident, that at the beginning of what 
we now call the second century, it was held in utter con- 
tempt by all intelligent men; of which Pliny and Tacitus 
are witnesses. In their days, it was confined to the very 


onegs of the people. : 
he 5th, 6th, and 7th chapters of the first Epistle to the 
Corinthians—the 12th of the second, the 5th of the Epistle 
lo the Galatians—the 5th of the Epistle to the Ephesians— 
the 8d of the Epistle to the Philippians—the 2d, 3d and 4th 
of the First Epistle General of Peter, all go to assure us, 
that the early Christians-were-most immoral people. Do 
you think, Sir, that I should exhort the Republicans, the 
Deists, or Atheists, against the sin of drunkenness if I did 
not know that the vice was too common among them? If I 
w-that a conversion to the opinions which [ hold were 
a criterion of future morality, I should congratulate the con- 
Yerts, and not reprobate them for drunkenness, as Paul and 
Peter did their new converts, or the early Christians, for all 
the passions that were most vile. No, no, it is evident, that 
Christian writers did not mean to congratulate the new 
ouverts for having escaped those propensities; but repro- 
them for having retained or acquired them. You may 
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shave and polish Christianity as much as you please, you 
can never rid it of what you call its corruptions. 

But as to the peculiar vice in question: it is well known 
that it is uot only common among tbe Christians of Europe 
in the present day: but it has been common from the origin 
of Christianity: and more particularly among the Priests of 
all degrees, from the Popes and Cardinals downwards, jp. 
cluding the Monks, Friars, Jesuits, and University gentry, 
As an unnatural principle, it is consonant with the whole 
‘of religion: which is wholly unnatural and immoral. 

In another place, you say of me: ‘<I believe his opinions 
to be erroneous, to be subversive of the ‘hopes of man, and 
to be eventually destructive of sound morality.” It is an 
idea of mine that a man cannot believe what he does not 
know, so as to be able to prove by demonstration. Belief is 
the result of knowledge, founded upon truth by demonstra- 
tion. Without this, there can be no belief. You have 
_ made and reprobated several extracts from my writings; 
but you have refuted none of them; nor can you refute any 
one of them. You cannot shew them to be erroneous: you 
cannot shew them to be immoral. 

You quote a passage from Vol. V. pages 323 and 4 of 
“The Republican,” and ask me if there be not gross incon- 
sistency, if not worse, in what I have there said about oatb- 
making. lIanswer: No. I know and believeas much about 
God, about Christianity, about the holy Evangelists, as 
you or Mr. Mansfield the Dorchester-Attorney do. [now 
say, as I then said: oath-making ts a vice in society. [b 
this conviction 1 am supported by some of the brightest men 
in this or any other country; whom I can mention by name 
if it be required. I recollect well, that after Mr. Mansfield 
had taken my oath, I observed: ‘“ Sir, there is vice in this 
matter ; but that vice is not in me but inthe law.” I never 
will be shut out of any Court of Law about this oath-mak- 
ing, 86 long as a form not offensive to my senses is required, 
before I can obtain justice, in making an oath. I will go 
through that form, because, I know, that it is wholly idle, 
and does not affect the truth or falsehood of the evidence 
given. Punish convicted falsehood as you now punis 
perjury, and you have a much greater security for morality 
than at present. It is on the basis of morality that ! build 
my principles, and on that rock I will maintain mys¢! 
agaiust all that you can call religion, or Christianity with 
out its corruptions. I feel that [ need no kind of oath to 1” 
duce me to speak the truth: the man who does cannot bea 
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woral mav. I have fully arrived to one conviction, and 
that is, that no man can be thoroughly moral who bolds to 
any thing called religion. This I take to be the extreme of 
investigation upon this matter: and here | shall rest and 
wat with every thing that is called religion as immoral. 
With you, or with any man, I will shake a pen on this 
ground ; and I shall enter ‘the lists with the certainty of 
triumph, My weapons are both reason, and demonstration. 
I can see that no man knows more about religion thanI do. 
I can see that no man knows more about God than I do: I 
reas ors re aes chap egret ene that, I 
now gion and morality. 

The Unitarians are exactly alike the Deists, having no 
fixed principles that will bear the test of demonstration. 
The Deists have all differentideas about a God and nothing 
but ideas; and the Unitarians can define notbing as their 
Christianity, their. Deism, their Unitarianism. 

- Ihave been rebuked for saying, that the Unitarians were uo- 
thing more than. Deists in.disguise, Deists in the borrowed 
cloak of Christianity : my assertion gave umbrage to many of 
those who call themselves Unitarians, whilst it was applauded 
< Pair Lay a ie agar gran : but ae — 
in ined the matter further, after having read several ob- 
jections to my assertion, having now a little pamphlet before 
me, written by Mr. Wright the Unitarian Preacher, entitled : 
“The difference between Unitarians and Deists,” even now, 
Tcannot see that the Unitarians are any thing more than 
ro _ that mask of Christianity which the Acts of 
ariuament require. Louies 

Mr. Wright says: “ The subjects on which Unitarians 
ee ect see een wont So far om being 
ois speculation, t ey materially affect the 

ole system of religion and morals.”. There is no attempt 
to support this assertion by any proof: and, in fact, it is 
gross error, if not wilfully false assertion. Morals have 
nothing to do with any kind of religion, not even with Uni- 
larianism, not even with Deism, not even with Atheism. 
Religion is a matter of perfect indifference to morals, excep- 
Bes atioral tendency: and thus it is, that we see good 
saticen men, of all sects: : Morals relate wholly to actions, 
ride ea es in its first principles, wholly to thought and 
pe y- there can be no religion between man and man, 

epee titerion of morality between man and what he calls 
', Or rather, what he knows nothing about. This seen 

Understood, the difference between Unitarians and De- 

No. 8, Vol. VIII. 
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ists is a difference in words and names only. Religion and 
morality form a perfect antithesis: in religion, human mi. 
sery ;in morality, human happiness has its root. Tog 
the most for religion that charity dictates and honesty al- 
lows—tt is to morality an alloy, a meretricious mixture. 
The Unitarians say for themselves: ‘ we embrace the mo- 
ral part of the New Testament:” this creates no distinction 
from the Deist, for every man does the same, and morality 
cannot be improved by being associated with words called 
divine and holy; but must be injured, inasmuch as, it is not 
so clearly exhibited to the reader when alloyed with impv- 
rity. ‘The religious mind is steeled against every sentiment, 
every principle, every power of morality, if it does not hap- 
pen to issue from one of the same sect. The morality of one 
sect of religionists is so far injuted by religion as tot to res- 
pect the morality of a different sect: and this is a common 
feature with all the sects. If there beany difference between 


the Deist and Unitarian, it is in the citcumstance of the for- . 


mer being so much superior to the latter, as he is less of a 
sectarian. 

The only thing that can justify any man in assuming 
the title of Christian is, the belief, from a conviction, after 
full and fair enquiry, that the historical part of the New 
Testament is true. Ihave honesty enquired for myself, 
have tracked every species of evidence that has been within 
my reach, and [ cannot find a tittle: of evidence to support 
that part of the New Testament which is called Gospel. 
Had the scenes really passed which kre laid in and about 
Jerusalem, corrobarating records must have existed ; but n0 
such records do exist, and I pronounce the tale a fable. 

RICHARD CARLILE. 


ah TO THE EDITOR OF THE REPUBLICAN. 
IR, ' 
Passine one Sunday morning through Grosvenor Place, 1 con- 
ceived a desire to see that great deceiver Wilberforce, who 1s 4 
regular member of the congregation at the Lock Hospital Chapel. 











In conformity to my wish, I stepped in, and after indulging myself 


with a view of this “able but very delusive man,” (as Mr. Cobbett 
calls him) a Hymn was proclaimed, and a Hymn-book was put 
into my hands by a neighbouring “ Saint.” | Not being disposed 
to join in the chorus, I amused myself by examining the Conten's 
of this Book, and [ venture to affirm that it is without exception 
the most fulsome and sensual I ever saw. I cannot resist t 


desire of transcribing one Hymn, as a specimen, for the pages of 


“ The Republican,” a work which [ have read with great pleasure 
and attention from its commencement. Yoa will perceive that b) 
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a change of four short words only, this Hymn may be rendered 
nto a very pretty amatory air of which Thomas Moore need not 
be ashamed. | 

The four words in the margin are those used in the Hymn, take 
away those, use their substitutes, and it immediately becomes the 
address of a lover to his sweetheart. 

Hymn CXV. of “ A Collection of Psalms and Hymns, extracted 
from various Authors, for the use of the Lock Chapel, a new edition. 
Chelsea: Printed for Tilling and Hughes,” Sc. &c. 

Anp, must I part with alli I have, 
My dearest. Love* for thee! 

It is. but right, since thou hast done 
Much more than this for me. 


Yes, let it go—one look from thee 
Will more than make amends 
For all the losses I sustain 
Of Credit, Riches, Friends. 


Ten thousand worlds, ten thousand lives, 

How worthless they appear; 
Compared with thee, supremely lov’d+ 

Divinely bright and fair. ' 
Conqueror{ of Hearts§! Could I from thee, 

A single smile obtain; 
Though destitute of all things else, 

I'd glory in my gain. — 

I remain, Sir, your very obedient servant, 


| N. DRALLOCK. 
* Lord. + Good. { Saviour. § Souls. 








TO. MR. R. CARLILE, DORCHESTER GAOL. 





Sim, London, August 1, 1823. 

TueRe are very few men who have watched the conduct of the 

Noblemen with a sharper eye than | have. I have kept a constant 

on that “ something behind the Throne greater than the 

tone itself;” and I have never yet been once deceived, in the 

option that | have formed of them. I have traced out all their 

amily Connections; their Parliamentary conduct; their pensions, 

‘inceures, ambassadorships, generalships, governorships, colonel- 

and ships too numerous to mention here; and after having 

ne this, Fam now perfectly satisfied that they are the most base, 

cunning, deceitful crew in existence. That there neither is, nor 

never will be one moments peace for the people, nor security’ for 

property and lives, as long as there is one nobleman in the 

; vorld?®Une of these days I will shew you how the House of 

| “ords has caused, and does constantly cause, all the disturbance 
Ireland. But, 


Ushall at present, call your particular attention to what is now 








244 - THE REPUBLICAN. 


passing here, in London I mean. Look at the newspapers, just 
at this time, at the daily papers, in which you may read of more 
mean acts of the noblemen, than are acted by the rest of the na- 
tion during a long life. Take particular notice of the accounts of 
the Duke of York’s Levees! how they are crowded to excess by 
the army general noblemen! how they are bowing and scraping 
the floor almost up! 

UO! how submissive they are to the Royal Duke. You would think 
that this was and is all pure love for the Royal family. No: 
thank you! no love at all! it is just like the rest of their acts, all 
pure deception; and that I will soon show you. 

I told you in my last letter but one, that the General of every 
regiment receives about one thousand a year, besides his pay, 
mind, for what is, in the slang of the day, called off reckonings, 
If you were to ask what the meaning of off reckonings is, you 
would never receive any answer; because those who use this 
word, do not know what it means. It is all deception; pure 
without any alloy. The agents of regiments charge and receive 
this money for the generals of regiments. And, now, I am going 

‘to explain to you how these agents act, which is very curious and 
cunning I do assure you. : 

Cox and Greenwood of Charing Cross, are agents to fourteen 
Cavalry regiments and seventy two Infantry regiments, which cost, 
I think I may say, about four millions of pounds every year. Now, 
Sir, these regimental agents receive two anda half per cent on all 
this immense sum. Only think what two pounds ten shillings on 
every hundred pounds, in four millions, amounts to in the course 
ofa year. Here you see how the profits on our labour are squar- 
dered: away. These agents have their town palaces and country 
houses ornamented with all sorts of curiosities, and much richer 
than the King’s Palace. Now, mind what I.am going to say, 
these agents some of whom have been clerks, have great powel 
in getting the noblemen’s sons promoted in the army; those fawn- 
ing noblemen who are not behind the Throne I ‘mean. And the 
agents have frequently lent these fawning creatures large sums of 
money; and they have also lent large sums to a great man who 
Shall be nameless; and perhaps, he has never paid them one 
penny back; but has allowed them to work it out of the —— 
which shall also be nameless. Now, my Good Sir, what wil] you 
think, when I tell you that forty or fifty of these noblemen have 
been making their court to these agents! Ah! to these very clerk 
agents! You may wonder why they have done this. Alas! Alas! 
They have done this because General Sir Charles Asgill is dead: 
he was colonel of-the eleventh foot, and of course the coloneley 
of that regiment is now vacant; and there is also a governorship 
vacant in Canady. This is‘ the reason that the Duke of Yorks 
Levee’s are so excessively crowded just at this time. Yes: al 
going pell mell to the Duke’s Levee’s to obtain one thousand 
pounds, off rekonings; or I ought to say one. thousand quarts ° 











THE REPUBLICAN. 245 


the peoples blood. But, alas! the Duke has no power; or, at most, 
next to none; the power is with that “something behind the throne.” 
Now mind how curious this power works. The forty or fifty 
noblemen, before mentioned, all go with tongues as soft as down 
to these clerk-agents and tell them, I beg pardon, may tell them, 
for who could ever suppose that these soft spoken, mild, religious 
souls, would be guilty of such baseness, very well, then each may 
tell them that he will give one thousand pounds and the agency of 
the regiment if they will procure him the Colonely. Away the 

nts go-to that “ something behind the throne,” and tell it that 
they will give it jive hundred pounds, if it can procure the colo- 
nely for any one of the forty or fifty noblemen before mentioned. 
Some one in this lot is sure to be appointed so that you see the 

nts are sure of the thousand pounds and that “something 
_ behind the Throne” is sure of its five hundred. The agent may 
receive an order, from this ‘“‘ something behind the Throne,” to 
send all these fawning creatures to the Duke’s Levee. Away 
they all go staring like stuck pigs; each thinking that he shall 
have the one thousand pounds a year off reckonings. The Duke 
receives them all in a very condescending affable manner. He 
does not, while they are with him, show an atom more respect to 
one booby than he doestoanother. And the greater part of them 
really believe, that the Duke has some power to appoint gentle- 
men to fill up the vacancies that occur by death, and the like; but 
this is not the case: for they are all filled up by that ‘ something 
behind the the throne ;” the Duke is & mere cipher. And there | 
will leave him. Iam, Sir, your obedient Servant, 

| JAMES HALL. 








TO MR. R. CARLILE, DORCHESTER GAOL. 





Sir, London, August 29, 1823, 
Ix this letter I will endeavour to lay before you, in as clear a 
manner as | am able, an account of some of the most villainous 
acts, that ever were performed in any nation in the whole world. 
Ttold you in my last that I would make the noble scoundrels 
tremble: and I am now beginning to fulfil my word. They have 
punished you most unmercifully! For acting the part of an honest 
man! For endeavouring to make your fellow creatures sensible 

their error! For wishing to see your neighbours comfortable 
and happy! For trying to unite and enlighten them for their own 
good! And, for punishing you for doing all this, shall we not en- 

vour to destroy them? To be sure we will. We will make 
ensure their own destruction too, if they attempt to try any 
more of your servants. In future, publish this letter in every 
book, Republican, or any other thing that you may sell. Take 
hae the thing, I do not know what it is called, in Water Lane. 
ter Sell every thing as public as you can. [| will make this let- 
“tas short as [ possibly can, in order that you may attach it to 








246 THE. REPUBLICAN. 


every thing that you sell: it will then be ‘ part and parcel” of the 
thing. ‘* Palmer’s Principles of Nature,” and ‘so on. 

An honourable Gentleman, in the House of Commons, ar. 
quainted the House, that we are’ two millions more in debt now 
than we should have.been, had we never had any sinking fund. | 
will suppose that we have had a sinking fund forty years; for, if 
we have had one longer, it is more against the Noblemen. Very 
well, then the sum of five millions, every year during forty years, 
amounts to two huudred millions; and the two millions more lost, 
makes the gross sum, two hundred and two millions! Now, Sir, 
somebody must have received this sum! Must they not? Yes; 
and | am now going to show you who has received it. The No- 
blemen have received every penny! And, I shall presently show 
you how! I have now told you the half of my story, keep it in 
your mind, for the next half is not so clear! You may read, in the 
newspapers every day, of the routs and balls which are given by 
the noblemen. All of which routs cost from one to ten thousand 
pounds! You understand this? 

Now mind, and pay particular attention, because I want ‘to 
make short work. There are five sinking fund commissioners. 
Liverpool, Canning, Robinson, Peel, and Huskisson, I think but 
Iam not sure. These five commissioners have each a stock- 
broker; these five stock-brokers have each ten brokers under 
them. These fifty brokers send up the stocks, and pull them 
down, at the mere nod of their masters. This is the reason that 
the stocks vary so much every day. "When the Noblemen behind 
the Throne want to give a route, one of these sinking-fund com- 
missioners is always invited. This is a hint what he is to do. 
He gives a nod to his broker who gives a nod to his underlings; 
these sends up the'funds, when a short paragraph appears in the 
Courier, two per cent, that is two pounds in every hundred. 
Then the thing behind the Throne, who has two hundred thot- 
sand pounds in the funds, and who intends to give a route, sells 
out his two hundred thousand pounds; by doing thish e gains ten 
thousand pounds. Now mind, the commissioner’s broker has 
bought this two hundred thousand pounds stock; and, after the 
thing behind the Throne’ has given his route, down the funds are 
pulled by the underling brokers, lower than they were before 
those underlings sent them up. So that the thing behind the 
Throne, buys more stock back, for his two hundred thousand 
pounds, than he had before, besides clearing ten thousand pounds 

‘by the sale. And, nobody has lost any thing, except the sinking 
fund brokers. Now mind, again, these brokers charge two shil 
lings and sixpence brokerage on every hundred pounds stock 

-that they sell. This sum is divided between them, and the siak- 
ing fund commissions; which'sum amounts to five hundred, be 
cause the brokers charge for both buying and selling the two hun- 
dred thousand pounds before mentioned. They allow their U- 
derling brokers to get. trifle but not much. But, what is stil 
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more curious, is, that the sinking fund commissioners are autho- 
rized, by law, to buy, and to sell stock to themselves; and to 
charge two shillings and sixpence on every hundred pounds so 
bought and sold. ; , 

| were a commissioner's stock broker, I would begin, every 
morning, to set down stock thus: bought of A two hundred thou- 
sand pounds. Brokerage two hundred and fifty pounds. Sold five 
hundred thousand to B. Brokerage seven hundred and fifty pounds. 

A man who was a clerk of fifty pounds a year, was a commis- 
sioner’s broker about ten years; during which time he accumu- 
lated a half a million of money. He then walked quietly off; and 
the things and commissioners made him high Sheriff, and I expect 
that they will put a handle to his name. 

The noblemen receive nearly. four millions in sinecures and pen- 
sions; and five millions and fifty thousand pounds every year out 
of this sinking fund. And, in my next, I will prove to you, that 
they have cheated the people out of six millions more this very 
year. Making the gross sum fifteen millions, that they have re- 
ceived thisexgrp year. I am, Sir, your obedient Servant, 

: JAMES HALL. 


HINTS TOWARDS FORMING A SOCIETY FOR ENQUIRENG 
INTO THE TRUTH OR FALSEHOOD OF ANCIENT HISTO- 
RY, SO FAR AS HISTORY IS CONNECTED WITH SYSTEMS 
OF RELIGION ANCIENT AND MODERN. 

It has been customary to class History into three divisions, 

distinguished by the names.of Sacred, Prophane, and Fc- 

elesiastical. By the first is meant the Bible; by the second, 
the history of nations, of men and things; and by the third, 
the history of the church and its priesthood. Nothing is 
more easy than to give names, and therefore mere names 
signity nothing unless they lead to the discovery of some 
eause for which that name was given. For example, Sun- 
day is the name given to the first day of the week, in the 

English language, and it is the same in the Latin, that is, it 

has the same meaning, (Dies Solis) and-also in the German, 

and in several other languages. Why then was this name 

given to that day? Because it was the day dedicated by 

cient world to the luminary, which in English we call 

the Sun, and therefore the day Sunday, or the day of the 

; 48 in the like manner we call the second day Monday, 
the day dedicated to thé Moon. 

Here the name, Sunday, leads to the cause of its being 
called so, and we have visible evidence of the fact, because 
We behold the Sun from whence the name comes; but this 
's not the case when we distinguish one part of history from 
another by the name of sacred. All histories have been 
written by men. .We have no evidencg, nor any cause to 
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believe, that any have been written by God. That part of 
the Bible called the Old Testament, is the History of the 
Jewish nation, from the time of Abraham, which begins jy 
the 1ith chap. of Genesis, to the downfall of that nation by 
Nebuchadnezzar, and is no- more entitled to be called sacred 
than any other history. It is altogether the contrivance of 
priestcraft that has given it that name. - So far from its be. 
ing sacred it has not the appearance of being true in man 
of the things it relates. It must be better authority thana 
book, which any impostor might make, as Mahomet made 
the Koran; to make a thoughtful man believe that.the Sun 
and Moon stood still, or that Moses and Aaron turned the 
Nile, which is larger than the Delaware, into blood, and that 
the Egyptian magicians did the same. These things have 
too much the appearance of romance to be believed for fact. 
It would be of use to enquire, and ascertain the time, when 
that part_of the Bible called the Old Testament first appeared. 
From all that can be collected there was no such book till 
after the Jews returned from captivity’in Babylon, and that 
it is the work of the Pharisees of the second Temple. How 
they came to make the |! 9th chapter of the 2d book of Kings, 
and the 37th of Isaiah, word for word alike, can only be ac- 
» counted for by their having no plan to go by, and not know- 
‘dug’what they were about. Thesame is the case with respect 
 to@he last verses in the 2d book of Chronicles, and the first 
verses in Ezra, they also are word for word alike, which 
shews that the Bible has been put together at random. 
But, besides these things, there is great reason to believe 
we have been imposed upon, with respect to the antiquity 
of the Bible, and especially with respect to the books as- 
cribed to Moses. Herodotus, whois called the father of his- 
tory, and is the most ancient bistorian whose works have 
reached to our time, and who travelled into Egypt, con- 
versed with the priests, historians, astronomers, and learned 
men of that country, for the. purpose of obtaining all the in- 
formation of it he could, and who gives an account of the 
ancient state of it, makes no mention of such a man as Moses, 
though the Bible makes him to have been the greatest hero 
there, nor of any one circumstance mentioned in the book 
of Exodus, respecting Egypt, such as turning the rivers into 
blood, the dust into lice, the death of the first born through: 
out all the land of Egypt, the passage of the Red-Sea, the 
drowning of Pharaoh and all his host, things which cou! 
not have been a secret in Egypt, and must have been geue 
rally known, had they been facts; and therefore as no such 
things were known in Egypt, nor any such man as Moses: 
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at the time Herodotus was there, which is about two thou- 
sand two hundred years ago, it shews that the account of 
these things in the book ascribed to Moses is a made story 
of latter times, that is, after the return of the Jews from the 
Babylonian captivity, and that Moses is not the author of 
the books ascribed to him. 

With respect to the cosmogony, or account of the crea- 
tion, in the first chapter of Genesis, of the Garden of Eden 
in the second chapter, and of what is called the fall of man 
in the third chapter, there is something concerning them we 
are not historically acquainted with.. In none of the books 
of the Bible, after Genesis, are any of these things mentioned, 
or even alluded to. How is this to be accounted for? The 
obvious inference is, that either they were not known, or not 
believed to be facts, by the writers of the other books of the 
Bible, and that Moses is not the author of the chapters 
where these accounts are given. 

The next question on the case is, how did the Jews come 
by these notions and at what time were they written? 

To answer this question we must first consider what the 
state of the world was at the time the Jews began to be a 
people, for the Jews are but a modern race, compared with 
the antiquity of other nations. Atthe time there were, even 
by their own account, but thirteen Jews or Israelites in Pa 
world, Jacob and his twelve sons, and four of these wWére 
bastards. The nations of Egypt, Chaldea, Persia, and In- 
dia, were great and populous, abounding in learning and 
science, particularly in the knowledge of astronomy of which 
the Jews were always ignorant. The chronological tables 
mention, that Eclipses were observed at Babylon above two 
thousand years before the Christian era, which was before 
there was a single Jew or Israelite in the world. 

All those ancient nations had_ their. cosmogonies, that is 
their accounts, how the creation was made, long before there 
was such people as Jews or Israelites. An account of the 
Cosmogonies of India and Persia is given by Henry Lord, 
Chaplain to the East India Company, at Surat, and publish- 
edin London, 1630. The writer of this has seen a copy 
of the edition of 1630; and made extracts fromit. The work, 

‘ich is now scarce, was dedicated by Lord to the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury. 

e know that the Jews were carried captives into Babylon, 

y Nebuchadnezzar, and remained in captivity several years, 
a they were liberated by Cyrus; king of Persia. During 
ti Fcaptivity they. would have had an opportunity of acqui- 

4§ Some knowledge of the cosmogony of the Persians, or 











250 THE REPUBLICAN. 


at least of getting some ideas how to fabricate one to put aj 
the bead of their own history after their return from eaptivity 
This will aceount for the cause, for some cause there mus 
have been, that no mention nor reference is made to the 
ecosmogony in Genesis in any of the books of the Bible, sup. 
posed to have been written before the captivity, nor is the 
name of Adam to be found in any of those books. 

The Books of Chronicles were written after the retarp of 
the Jews from captivity, for the third chapter of the first 
book gives a list of all the Jewish Kings from David to 
Zedekiah, who was carried captive to Babylon, and to fow 
generations beyond the time of Zedekiab. In the firs 
verse of the first chapter of this book the name of Adam 
is mentioned, but not in any book in the Bible, written 
before that time, nor could it be, for Adam and Eve are 
names taken from the cosmogony of the Persians. Heor 
Lord, in his book, written from Surat, and dedicated, as | 
have already said, to, the Archbishop of Canterbury, says © 
that in the, Persian cosmogony of the name of the first man 
was Adamoh and ofthe woman Hevah.* From hence comes 
the Adam and Eve of the book of Genesis. In the cosmo- 
gony of India, of which | shall speak in a future N umber, the 
name of the first man was Pourous, and of the woman Par- 
coutee. We want a knowledge of the Sanscrit language of 
India to understand the meaning of the names, and [ men 
tioned it in this place, only to show that itis from the cosmog- 
ony of Persia rather than that of India that the cosmogony 
in Genesis has been fabricated by the Jews, who returned 
from captivity by the liberality of Cyrus, King of Persia. 
There is, however, reason to concludé.on the authority of 
Sir William Jones, who resided several years in India, tbat 
these names were very expressive in the language to which 
they belonged, for in speaking of this language he says (se¢ 
the Asiatic Researches) “ ‘The Sanscrit language, whatever 
be its antiquity, is of wonderful’ structure; it is more perfect 
than the Greek, more copious than the Latin, and more 
exquisitely refined than either.” | 

These hints, which are intended to be continued, vill 
serve to. shew that a society for enquiring into the anciest 
state of the world, and the state of ancient history, so far® 
history is connected with systems of religion, ancient ab 
modern, may -become a useful ‘and instructive institution. 
There is good reason to believe we bave been in great erro! 
with réspect to the antiqnity of the Bible, as well as im| 


niveb an English edition of the Bible, in 1563, the first woman is called 
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upon by its contents. Truth ought to be the object of every 
man te be without truth there can be no real happiness to a 
thoughtful mind, nor any assurance of happiness hereafter. 
It is the duty of man to obtain all the knowledge :be can, 
and then make the best use of it. THOMAS PAINE. 








TO MR. MOORE, OF NEW YORK, COMMONLY CALLED 
BISHOP MOORE. 
| HAVE read in the newspapers your account of the visit 
ou made ‘to the unfortunate ‘General Hamilton, and of ad- 
ministering to‘him a ceremony of your church which you 
call the Holy Communion. 

[ regret the fate of‘General Hamilton, and | so far hope 
with you that it will be-a warning to thoughtless man not to 
sport away the life that God has given him ; but with respect 
to other parts of your letter I think it very reprehensible 
and betrays great ignorance of what true religion is. But 
you area priest, you get your living by it, aud it is not your 
worldly interest to 'undeceive yourself. 

After: giving an account of your administering to the 
deceased what you call the Holy Communion, you add, 
“ By 'réflecting on this melancholy event let the bumble 
believer be-encouraged ever to hold fast that precious faith 
which is the only source of true consolation iu the last ex- 
tremity of nature. Let the infidel be persuaded to abandon 
his opposition to'the Gospel.” 

Toshew you, Sir, that your promise of consolation from 
Seripture has no'foundation to stand upon, I will cite'to you 
one of the greatest falsehoods upon record, and which was 
given, as the record says, for the purpose, and as a promise, 

‘of consolation. 
In the Epistle called “ the First Epistle of Paul to the 
lonians;” (chap. 4.) The writer consoles the Thessa- 
lonians as'to the ease of their friends who were already dead. 
He does this by informing them, and he does it, he says, b 
the word of the Lord, (a most notorious falsehood ) that the 
general resurrection of the dead, and the ascension of the 
living, will bein his and their days: that their friends will 
‘come ‘to life again; that the dead in Christ will rise 
“Then WE (says he, ver. 17) which “ are alive and 
remain shall be caught up together with THEM in the 
ouds,'to meet the Lord in the air, and so shall .we ever be 
woes Lord—Wherefore comfort one another with these 
ords,” 
| Delusion and falsehood cannot be carried higher than they 
‘re in this passage. You, Sir, are but a novice in’the art. 
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The words admit of no equivocation. The whole passage 
is in the first person and the prsent tense, “‘ We which are 
alive.” Had the writer meant a future time, and a distan 
generation, it must have been in tbe third person and the 
future tense, “* They who shall then be alive.” I am thys 
particular for the purpose of nailing you down to the text, 
that you may not ramble from it, nor put other constructions 
upon the words than they will bear, which priests are very 
apt to do. 

Now, Sir, it is impossible for serious man, to whom God 
has given the divine gift of reason, and who employs that 
reason to reverence and adore the God that gave it, it is, | 
say, impossible for such a person to put confidence ina 
book that abounds with fable and falsehood as the New 
Testament does. ‘This passage is but a sample of what | 
could give you. _ | 

You call on those whoin you stile “ infidels,” (and they in 
return might call you an idolator, a worshipper of false Gods, 
a preacher of false doctrine) ‘‘ to abandon their opposition to 
the Gospel.”’ Prove, Sir, the Gospel to be true, and the oppo- 
sition will cease of itself; but until you do this, (which we 
know you capnot do) you have no right to expect they will 
notice your call. If by infidels you mean Deisis, (and you 
must be exceedingly ignorant of the orign of the word Deist, 
and know but little of Deus, to put that construction upon it) 
you will find yourself over-matched if you begin to engage 
in a controversy with them. Priests may dispute with priests, 
and sectaries with sectaries, about the meaning of what they 
agree to call Scripture and end as they began; but when 
you engage with a Deist you must keep to fact. Now, Sir, 
you cannot prove a single article of your religion to be true, 
and we tell youso publicly. Do it, if you can. The De 
istical article, the belief of a God, with which your creed 
begins, has been borrowed by your church from the ancient 
Deists, and even this article you dishonour by putting 4 
dream-begotten Phautom* which you call his Son ovet bis 
head, and treating God as if he was superannuated. Deism 
is the only profession of religion that admits of worshipping 
and reverencing God in purity, and the only one on which 
the thoughtful mind can repose with undisturbed tranquil: 

* The first chapter of Matthew, relates that Joseph, the betrothed hus 
band of Mary, dreamed that an angel told him that his intended bride #25 
with child by the Holy Ghost. It is not every husband, whether carpel- 
ter or priest, that can be so easily satisfied, for lo! it was a dream. Whether 


Mary was in a dream when this was done we are not told. It is, how- 
ever, a comical story. There is no woman living can understand it. A$ for 


priests it is quite out of their way. 
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lity. God is almost forgotten in the Christian religion. 
Every thing, even the creation, is ascribed to the son of 
Mary. ee eR | ! 

In religion, as in every thing else, perfection consists in 
simplicity. ‘The Christian religion of Gods within Gods, 
like wheels within wheels, is like a complicated machine 
that never goes right, and every projector in the art of 
Christianity is trying to mend it. It is its defects that have 
caused such a number and variety of tinkers to be hammer- 
ing at it, and still it goes wrong. In the visible world no 
fime-keeper' can go equally true with the sun; and in like 
manner, no complicated religion can be equally true with 
the pure and unmixed religion of Deism. 

Had you not offensively glanced at a description of men 
whom you call by a false name, you would not have been 
troubled nor honoured with this address; neither has the wri- 
ter of it any desire or intention to enter into controversy with 
you. He thinks the temporal establishment of your church 
politically unjust and offensively unfair; but with respect 
to religion itself, distinct from temporal establishments, he is 
happy in the enjoyment of his own, and he leaves you to 
make the best you can of yours. 

, THOMAS PAINE. 


TO THE REVEREND JOHN MASON, 

ONE OF THE MINISTERS OF THE SCOTCH PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, 
OF NEW YORK; WITH REMARKS ON HIS ACCOUNT OF THE VI- 
SIT HE MADE TO THE LATE GENERAL HAMILTON. 

“Come now, let us REASON together, saith the Lord.” 


_ Tuts is one of the passages you quoted from your Bible, in 
your conversation with General Hamilton, as given in your 
letter, signed with your name, and published in the Commer- 
cial Advertiser, and other New York papers, and I re-quote 
thé passage to shew that your Text and your Religion con- 
tradict each other. 

[t is impossible to reason upon things not comprehensible 
by reason; and therefore, if you keep to your text, which 
priests seldom do, (for they are generally either above it, 
or below it, or forget it ) you must admit a religion to which 
ae can apply, and this, certainly, is not the Christian 

igion. 

There is not an article in the Christian religion that is cog- 
nizable by reason. The Deistical article of*your religiou, 
tef of a God, is no more a Christian article, than it is 

. Mahometan article. I[t.is an universal article; common to 
all religions, and which is held in greater purity by Turks 
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thaa: by Christians; but the Deistical church is the only one 
which holds it in real purity; because that church acknoy. 
ledges no co-partnership with God. It believes in him 
solely ; and. knows nothing of Sons, married Virgins, nor 
Ghosts. It holds all these things to be the fables of priest- 
eraft. 

Why theu do you talk of reason, or refer to it, since your 
religion has nothing to do with reason, nor reason with that, 
You tell people, as you told Hamilton, that they must have 
faith Faith in what? You, ought to know that before the 
mind can have faith in any thing, it must either know itas 
a facet, or see cause to believe it on the probability of that 
kind of evidence that is cognizable by reason: but your te- 
ligion is not within either of these cases; for, in the first 
_ place, you cannot prove it to be fact; and in the second 
place, you cannot support it by reason, not only because it 
is not cognizable by reason, but because it is contrary to 
reason. What reasor can there be in supposing, or believ- 
ing, that God put himself to. death, to satisfy himself, and 
be revenged on the Devil on account of Adam; for tell the 
_ story whieh way you will it comes to this at last. 

As you can make no appeal te reason in support of an 
unreasonable religion, you then (and others of your proles- 
sion) bring yourselves off by telling people, they must not 
believe in reason but in revelation. This is the artifice of 
babit withoat reflection. It is putting words in the place of 
things; for do you not see, that when you tell people to be- 
_lieve in revelation, you must first prove that what you call 
revelation, zs revelation; and as you cannot do this, you 
put the word, which is easily spoken, in the place of the 
thing you-cannot prove. You have no more evidence that 
your Gospel is revelation than the Turks have that their 
Koran is revelation, and the only. difference between them 
and you is, that they preach éheir delusion aud you preach 
yours. ’ 

In your conversation with General Hamilton, you say 
him, “ The simple truths of the Gospel which require 20.46 
struse investigation, but faith in the veracity ot God, who 
cannot lie, are best suited to your present condition.” 

If those matters you call ‘* simple truths,” are what yo 
call them, and reguire no abstruse investigatwon, they 
would be so obvious that reason would easily comprehe 
them; yet the doctrine you preach at other times is, f 
the mysteries of the Gospel are beyond the reach of Teas. 
if your first position be true, that they are “ simple truths, 
priests are unnecessary, for we do not want preachers to tellus 
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the sun shines: and if your second be true, the case, as to 
effect, is the same, for it is waste of money to pay a man to 
explain unexplainable things, and loss of time to listen to 
him. That ‘God cannot lie,” is no advantage to your 
argument, becaase it is no proof that priests cannot, or that 
the Bible does not. Did not Paul lie when he told the Thes- 
salonians that the general resurrection of the dead would be 
in his life-time, and that he should go up alive along with 
them into the clouds to meet the Lord in the air. 1 Thess. 
chap. Wy, ver. 27. . 

You spoke of what-you call, ‘ the precious blood of Christ.” 
This savage stile of language belongs to the priests of the 
Christian religion. The professors of this religion say they 
are shocked at the accounts of human sacrifices of which 
they read in the histories of some countries. Do they not 
see that their own religion is founded on a human sacrifice, 
‘the blood of man, of which their priests talk like so many 
butchers. It is no wonder the Christian religion has been 
so bloody in its effects, for it began in blood, aud many 
thousands of human sacrifices have since been offered on the 
alter of the Christian religion. 

It is necessary to the character of a religion, as being 
true, and immutable as God himself is, that the evidences of 
it be equally the.same through all periods of time and cir- 
cumstance. ‘This is not the case with the Christian religion, 
nor with that of the Jews that preceded it, (for there was a 
time, and that within the knowledge of history, when these re- 
ligious did not exist) nor of Deism. In this the evideices 
are éternal and universal.—* The Heavens declare the glory 
of God, and the firmament sheweth his handy work,— Day 
unto day uttereth speech, and night unio night sheweth 
knowledge*.’’ But all other religions are made to arise 
from some local circumstance, aud are introduced by sume 
temporary trifle which its pactizans call a miracle, but of 
which there is no proof but the story-of it. 

The Jewish religion, according to the history of it, began 

* This Psalm (19) whichis a Deistical Psalm, is so much in the manner — 
of some parts of the book of Job, (which is not a book of the Jews, and 

not belong to the Bible) that it has the appearance of having been 
translated into Hebrew from the same language in which the book of Job 
was originally written, and brought by the Jews from Chaldea or Persia, 
when they returned from captivity. The contemplation of the Heavens 
made a great part of the religious devotion of the Chaldeans and Persians, 
and their religious festivals were regulated by the progress of the sun 
the twelve signs of the Zodiac. But the Jews knew nothing about 

the Heavens, or they would not have told the foulish story of the sun’s 


th sull upon a hill, and the moon in a valley. What could they want 
€ moon for in the day-time ? 
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in a wilderness, and the Christian religion, ina stable. The 
Jewish books tell us of wonders exhibited upon Mount 
Sinai. Jt happeved’ that uobody lived there to contradict 
the account. The Christian’ books tell us- of a star that 
bung over the stable at the birth of Jesus. '-There is no’star 
there now, nor any person living that saw it. But all the 
stars in the Heavens bear eternal evidence to the truth of 
Deism. “lt did’ not begin in a stable; nor in a wilderness. 
It began every where. The theatre of the-universe is: the 
place of its birth. , aa 

As adoration paid to any being but GOD himself is: ido. 
latry, the Christian religion by paying adoration to a man, 
born of a woman, called Mary, belongs to the idolatrous 
class of religions, and. conSequentiy the consolation drawn 
from it is delusion. Between you and your rival in com. 
munion ceremonies, Dr. Moore, of the Episcopal church, 
you have, inorder to make yourselves appear of some im- 

rtance, reduced General Hamilton’s character to that ‘of 
of a feeble-minded man, who in going out of the werld 
wanted a passport from a priest. Which of you was firstot 
Jast applied to for this purpose isa matter of no consequence. 
~~ The tnaii, Sir, who puts his trast and confidence in God, 
that leads’a just-and moral life, and endeavours to do good, 
“does not trouble himself about priest when ‘his hour of de- 
-pattare comes, nor permit priests to trouble themselves about 
‘him. “They are; in general, mischievous: beings where cba- 
‘racter is concerned ; a consultation of’ priests is worse. than 
‘a consultation of physicians. -. SERED Oi 
: ee ~~. PHOMAS: PAINE,’ 
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